
WASHINGTON: SATURDAY, MAY 4, 1850

DEBATE IN THE SENATE:
removals and appointments.

Tuesday, April 23, 1850.
The Senate having under consideration the reaolution

offered aome time aince by Mr. Bbadbcbt, calling: on the
. Executive for information in relation removals /rom and

appointments to office.
Mr. BELL. I had intended, Mr. President, to dilute the

general principles involve^ in the reaolution offered by the

Senator from Maine at some length ; but, at pre-.ent, 1 shall
detain the 8enate only a very short time. I do not wish to

¦ay any thing upon the subject to-morrow, at which time I

understand the vote is to be taken upon it. At this late hour
of the day I aball present very briefly aome of my views upon
the questions at issue, in replt to some of the positions as¬

sumed by the Senator from Maine. Understanding the other
day that the Senator from Maine intended to make uo ex¬

tended reply to tbe remarks offered by the Senator from Con¬
necticut, and a vefy general wish having beca expressed that
this resolution should be passed upon without further delay,
I intimated my intention upon some future occasion, rftost

probably when the resolution offered by the 8enator from
Indiana (Mr. Whitcowb) came up for consideration, to

present to the 8enatn my views at large upon the prin¬
ciples mainly involved in that resolution, and in tbe one now

under consideration \ and this is still my purpose. My
design was chiefly to address myself t*» the question of
the unlimited power of removal from office claimed for the
Executive * a principle involved in the resolutions offered by
the Senator from Maine and the Senator from Indiana, and
a principle that has been practised upon to some extent by
both political parties when in power, and one which has be¬
come as avowed and cardinal principle in the creed of the
Democratic party.
My opinion with regard to the practice of removal from of¬

fice, without other cause than difference of political senti¬
ment, is, sir, that Congress ought speedily and rigorously to

regvlate the whole subject by law, and that if it is not thus
regulated ; if we fail to do something on this subject, that it
will, in the end, undo the Government. It is in great part,
sir, the root and foundation of all those dissensions growing
out of the subject of slavery that have of late distracted the
country, and which has paralyzed the legislative powers of
Congress for the last four or five months. This doctrine of
absolutism in removals from office, I regard as the main
source not only of existing difficulties and disturbances in the
regular operation of this branch of the Government, but that it
will become the cause of continued dissensions and still more

disastrous results to the whole country, unless an adequate
remedy shall be spplied.

Sir, I shall not, in speaking upon this subject, consider it as
unworthy or unbecoming in me to give my serious attention to tbe
grosa charges of inconsutency, of broken pledges made against
the present Administration in tho exercise of the appointing
power. Though an humble individual, sir, I take unto my¬
self my full share of the responsibility of bringing General
Taylor into power. I do not claim having exerted any
great influence upon this point, but such as I possessed I em¬
ployed. I am ready now, and shall be at all times ready, to

acknowledge my agency, and to astume my full share of re-
9 spmsibility for whatever injury to the ountry, or to any

found principle, which may follow ; and if General Taylor
'has violsted the numerous pledges which it is said he bus
given, and which have been referred to by the Senator from
Maine in the gross and atrocious manner asserted by that Se¬
nator, I desire it to be shown, that I also may join in that
condemnation which he is now receiving. But until I see

something further disclosed than I have yet seen, something
better founded than the arguments and conclusions of the
Senator from Maine to sustaiu the position taken by that
Senator, I do not anticipate that, in regard to that sub¬
ject, or any other that has been brought under my notice,
I shall repent my inatrumentality, humble ai it may have
been, in the elevation of General Taylor to the Presiden¬
tial chair. I can readily concede a degree of plausibility to
the common apprehension in the argument of the Senator
from Maine, and in the tens of thousands of newspaper para¬
graphs which have been circulated throughout the country, in
reference to these alleged violations of pledges, but when you
cocse to analyze these pledges, and give to them their just
and fair import and construction, and then to investigate the
actual grounds and principles upon which the President has
proceeded in the exercise of the appointing power, I venture
the assertion that there will be found to be no inconsistency.
The Senator from Maine, sir, to-day, very unexpectedly ti

me, has made a very elaborate effort in reply to the speech of
the Senator from Connecticut'; and, sir, what are the charges
which have been urged with so much pertinacity, and re¬

peated over and ever again with reference to the pledges of
General Taylor ?

It is asserted that General Taylor, before his election, de¬
clared his decided opposition, in numerous letters, to the prac¬
tice of proscription for opinion's sake.a practice, which I
may add, the Senator might justly have assented to be
sanctioned by the established doctrine of the party to which
he belonga. For, sir, it is well known that the doctrine of
the Democratic party is that the President, in virtue of the
appointing power vested in him by the constitution, may
thrust out every subordinate officer erf the Government, except
the judicial functionaries, at his discretion, without any pretext
of official delinquency, misbehavior, or the want of official
qualification ; and 1 need not stop to show that the practice
of the Democratic party when in power, during the last
twenty years, has been in conformity with this creed.

That ia the doctrine advanced, and that is the practice on

one side. The charge agsinst General Taylor is, that he
pledged himself to the country, to set his face against this
practice; that he aolemnly avowed his opposition to the pro-
scriptive policy, and that be has gressty violated these pledges,
and, by his conduct since he came into power, has wholly
disregarded bia former professions. I undertake to say that
General Taylor avows the same doctrines now that he has al¬
ways avowed upon this point. What is the proof that Ge¬
neral Taylor has violated his pledges ? Why, sir, it is that
he haa made a greater number of removals in the short pe¬
riod that has elapsed aince he came into power, than were

made in the twelve years of General Jackson's and Mr. Van
Baren's sdministration*. This fsct is the main reliance of
the Senator from Maine in proving that General Taylor hac
in his practice contradicted his professions on this subject,
and lent himself to the policy of proscription for opinion's
sake. A few words, as to tbe force of this fact, that Gene
ral Taylor haa removed a greater number of officers in his
tine than General Jackson and Mr. Van Buren re¬
moved in the whole period of their power. That depends
upm the principles upon which the removals were made.
What an the principles upon whioh removals have been
made by General Taylor. Have they been made for mere

opinions' sske.simply in the exercis-e of an absolute arbi¬
trary power ' No, air; I understand they have only been
made upon principles, and far causes that, in our past history,
have been admitted to be a >und and republican ; and in ac¬

cordance with the practice of Jefferson.and Jefferson was as

strongly opposed to the policy of remove! for opinion's sake,
aa General Taylor himaelf. But tbe Senator inquires what
are the causes of these removsls > Sir, it cannot be expected
that I can vouch fir the fact that in every case of removal
there have been different causes existing from that of a mere
d fference of poli-ical opinion ; but I can speak of my own

knowledge of the subject, so far aa it goes.
I have learned, upon inquiry from the proper source, that

tbe Administration proceeds, in making removals, upon the
principle, that worthy end competent incumbent* ouqht not
to he rem >ved, merely on the ground that they differ from the
Administration in their political opinions, but that some other
objection must be shown..
Tbe gentleman from Maine has referred to the State of Ten¬

nessee and removals there as proof of tbe charge which he mikes
agsinst Gen. Tsylor. 8ir, I know of no individual casein the
8:atr of Tennessee of n atival, in which a special csuse other
than a difference of political sentiment was not required to be
pointed out and sqgj ienlly pr ived brfme a removal was made.
It is true thst s few office-holders have been displaced in that
State, and several oiher changes have been made, uponres'gn at i ins and the expiratieu of the commissions of former
incumbents, but in everv esse of removal, special cause of
objection was shown. I kn^w of no case in which the re¬
moval has not been ba*ed in my judgment upon a->unJ demo¬
cratic republican principles, sU-h as I have always considered
as safe and jr>per, an l no man bat heretofore been more
decid. dly opposed to the f r -serif live policy than myself.
Active int rferer.ee in elections Las Iren, I am advi-ed,
the general arid moat usual grrund of the removals made by
this Adininisfatioii. The pcrfect right of effi e-holders to
holl what political op;nions they pleiss is not denied, and
t> express them in social inttrcou-sr, aid to vote accordingly
at the polls, is not denied, rr imputed as a fault; In* ac ive
participation.inter.meddling in election? r taking part at pub-
lie m etings, maki'ig pary spetcl.es and drumming up votes

at the polls, are considered incon»i«,''nt wi'h the regular,
fat.hful ami satisfactc ry discharge of official duties, and held,
and justly se, in my o| ini >n, to be g od cause for dismissal,
to say nothing of tho effect of such conduct upon the purity
of the elective fnnchise. 8ir, I repeat that I remember no
case in my own S.a'.e in which an office-hslder has been re-

moved for any other than sufficient mums. But, sir, I do
lemember that great fault has been found in that Stale by
many members of the party with which I have been associated
ao loog, tot ,nore removal* have not taken place ; and when
the explanation baa been made that GeneiaJ Taylor will not

remove without aome apecial cause, other than a difference in

jKjIitical sentiment, and that the Democrat* in office will not

be displaced aa long aa they perform the duties of their officea
faithfully and with adequate skill, abstaining from all active
or offensive interference in politics, the reply is promptly
made, that there ia no equality or fairncaa in the contests cf

party, when one party claims to have a perfcct tight to all the
offices, and actually enjoy them when in power, while the
other will only let in their friends when some specific cause

of removal can be shown against incumbents of the adverae
pasty. And, s r, it ia difficult to give a satisfactory answer

to this proposition. The question it a serious one ; how

f*n jhe whig patty be sustained upon the principle Get: ral
Taylor pract'ees upon in telation lo removals from offi a,
wiiiio the opposite party aseert and pracliae upon the policy of
distributing among their friends and partisan* sorco twenty or

Ihirty thousand public offici a. The advantages and influences

°f ?uc^,* P^icy are likely to became overwhelming and irre¬
sistible in sustaining the party wbi^h »cts upon such principles.
And this, sir, is becoming the prevalent aentiment of the
country, that no party can be sustained on the opposite policy.
Sir, this question of party proscription threatens to control
all others. The Democratic party goes into election* ad
vocating and auataiuing this poli« y, and o&ring to their fol¬
lowers all the offices of the country aa the frui:a of victory ;
while the Whig party can only give the assurance that such
otlicos as may become vacant by death or resignation, and
such others aa may be made so by removal for special causes,
shall be dwtr.buted among their friends. While this is
«o, it may be justly fcared, in thia age of progress,
(a progress, by-the by, which I have little faith in, and
regard as rather a retrograde movement,) that the WhigH
will have to cuccumb to their adversaries, whatever supe¬
riority they may lay claim to in the soundness and wis¬
dom of their general policy and principles ? and the question
is being forced upon our consideration, whether an Adminis¬
tration can stand which does not carry out this system of
party proscription > It is for these reasons, sir, that I think
the time has come when we should regulate this removing
and appointing power by law. I repeat, if we do not regu¬
late it by our laws, it will regulate u». It will control the
operations of this Government, and in the end, I fear, lead to
its overthrow.

Mr. Bhaiibvrt. I would inquire of the honorable Sen¬
ator, whether I understood one point of bis remarks aright ?
Does the Senator assert, that no Administration can fctand
un,e8S it »dopt the system of proscription for opinion's sake >

Mr. Bell. I meant to express my fear that no party
can long maintain its ground unless it adopts that jractice. I
do not undertake to tay how long the administration of Gen¬
eral i aylor can aland, but I begin to have my doubts whether
any party or administration that practices this limited use of
public patronage, can sustain itself for any great length of
time against another party that openly avows as one of its
princifl-s of action, the exclusive appropriation of the spoils
of office.

Mr. Bradbubt. This is the point 'which I wish to come

at. Am I to understand the Senator from Tennessee,
as wishing to convey the idea that this Administration have
not removed individuals fri>m office because of their political
opinions, but for other causes ; or that this Administration
have adopted the practice of removing from office because of
political opinions, for ihe purpose of obtaining friends ?

Mr. Bell. I made no such insinuation as that presented
in the latter inquiry of the Senator. I said the time had come
when this question of the power of the Pr. sident to practice
thisi system of party proscription shou'd be settled ; a! d that
both parlies should be restrained, or both practice upon the
same principles. And if the Senator were only authorized to

'fj"1 k's.Pa,ty will not act upon that system hereafter, I
should consider it one of ihe greatest reforms of the age.one
of grea er and more beneficent consequences to the country
than any adjustment which we are likely to make of the pend¬
ing difficubies connected with another great question before
the Senate. As to the principles upon which the Administra¬
tion proceeds in making removals from office, I stated that, so

far as I had any knowledge, and from information received
from the I resident and Heads of Departments, no removals
had been made merely for opinion's sake ; and upon inquiry
into particular cases of removal, to which my attention had
been directed by others, I could find only one or two where I
considered the grounds of lemoval questionable. There nrty
be a hundred such cases, for aught I know, but I know of
none. There may have been removals made because of mis¬
taken or unjust allega'ions or charges. Only one or two such
cases ol quesiionable propriety have come to my knowledge .

every other removal of which I have heard the cause has been'
just and proper. I hold, sir, officious intermeddling with elec
lions, as before stated.the drumming up at the polls, officiat¬
ing at pubhc meetings, becoming noisy partisans, the making
of post offices places for th« assemblage of political cau-

cuses, and all other acts of excessive partisan zeal, suffi
cient cuuses for the expulsion of the offending parties. I hold
all ihese things to be anti-republican in principle, and a just
cause of removal. There may be other causes of removal be¬
sides those I have specified.such as want of competent skill
and neglect of official duties. "I do not undertake to enume¬
rate them all. And when I speak of the grounds upon which
the Administration act in making removals, I ailude to remo¬
vals from office within the exclusive and proper control of the
President. This is what I meant to say.
Now, sir, a wo. d more with regard to these pledges of Gen.

I aylor, so often slluded to. I would here remark that I did
not intend, when I fir'st rose, to go into the discussion of this
point; and I have only adverted to it now because when
upon some future occasion, I come to speak upon this ques¬
tion, I desire to confine myself as much as possible to an ex¬
amination of this doctrine of the unlimited power of removal
claimed to be vested in the Executive, what it leads to, and
how it can be controlled and regulated. The Senator from
Maine, besides referring to the letters in which Gen. Taylor
disavows that prescriptive feeling and policy which he now
ascribes to him, alluded to the sentiments contained in his In¬
augural Address, and charitably intimates his belief that Gen.
1 aylor meant, when he delivered that address, to be faithful
o his pledges, and to honestly carry out the principles he then
laid down ; but that since that time he has been moved from
bis purpose. What said Gen .Taylor in that address ? Why,
that, eo far as lay in his power, in the exercise of the appoint¬
ing power, he would make honesty, capacity, and fidelity the
test of official qualification; and the w.int of these qualifica-
^ons he would regard as just cause of removal from effiee.
J\ow, the Senator interprets that declaration to mean that.
for no other cause than the want of these qualifications would
he dismiss a public officer. 1 cannot but think, sir, that the
Senator has allowed his feelings to mislead him greasy in his
inferences from the language of the inaugural address ofGen.
l aylor, when he assumes it ae a pledge that he would not re-
¦nve for any cause but the absence of these specific and essen-

tialquahficauona in an office-holder. The Senator seems not
to know that the pledge to remove for the want of these speri-

Ka',0nl'lU lLrU° infcerPrrUtion, has reference to an
evil which, in the past history of the Government, has been
he source of great injury to the public service. It is, that

« P|'e,I,Jont for fhe lime being haa often failed to remove an
office-holder notoriously deficieat in the proper qua'ifications ;
at one period from an over-scrupulous delicacy in thcexerciso
of the removing power, but mucfc more frequently, at a later

fta08?lh! inCUmbcnt wn"his Wend, and partisan.
'tlfteunrr,k iT' °r h0S he for«ol!pn' thal the «t of

1820, whKh limited the term of all the most important civil
officers of he Government to four years, was intended to rc-

medy an abuse which had its origin in the extreme csution
an'5 prance of the Executive iQ the exercise of bis just
p iw.-rs That act, I have heard, was suggested by Mr. Craw-
ford ? but, though the motives which led to it were good and
proper, yet it has proved to bo most fatal in its consequence.
The Senator from Alabama (Mr. Kiro) appears to have been
the °nly member of this body at the time who had the sagacity
to foresee its results, and he voted against it. For a Ion - i>e-

riod anterior (o the passage of that act, the practice of removal
from office, except in thn most fhgrant cases of peculation or

corruption, had become obsolete; and such was the deference
of the Execotive topublic sentiment, which then watched the
exerc»|ie ot the Executive prerogatives with <he utmost jeai-
ousy, tint some of the important offices in every part of the
country were in the hands of negligent, imbecile, or other-
wise inefficient and incompetent persons. It was supposed
,

1 * law limiting the term of office to four years.would reme-

oy this abuse, by leaving t<he President free to appoint a tit and
competent succcworat theend ofevery official term, ia a.'l rases
oi delinquency in the preceding incumbent, without eubjcct-
n?rr'Hf °'l«rf8 of tyranny and proscription.
of i. » "rth! hl8tor-* of toact "f1820. The operation
InJ .k!L .

'n many rtsP**« «ntil a period commenc-
'WtJ^ P""««/*hrn the interests of

source of I Pr?vent lUT «P«*:ipn, and to make it the

and nartv . J"*"' Undw the sJ«tcm rf political
ral O?v.mmontr,|,,0n ,ntro<,uc«d.'«> to p-adice of the Fode-
the act of 1820 h«lr"i'g ".'"ministration of Gen. Jackson,

friend and partisan of the Executive, he ia reappointed ; and,
on the other hand, however faithful and competent be may
be, he ia dropped, and a noisy partisun ia appointed in hia
place. But this evil of the last twenty yeare, growing out of
the proscriptive policy, ia not the reault of the act of 1820
alone. Uufaitbfal or incompetent office-holders, whether they
get their placed by a dircct removal of . fcrroer incuoibjnt, or

come in by appointment on the expiration of a former term,
while they continue faithful to their party allegiance, are ne¬

ver dropped or removed until their defalcation becomes fla¬
grant, and the. general voice demands their dUmi&ai, The
President in such rates is naturally reluctant to remove a
friend ; the party leaders come to his protection and defence ;

they urge bis influence u a partisan, and insist that his faults
shall not be harshly d< ilt with } and the common result is
that he is continued in t uice- This, sir, is a great abuse 5
one of the most prominent of the brood connected with the
policy of proscription ; and I Mieve it haa been felt to be so

by all the bu-ini j classes of the community. This is the
abuse at which the sentiment pointed to by the Senator from
Maine in tho inaugural addrcaa was intended to redress. I
undeistand Gen. Taylor, when he tays that the want of " hon¬
esty, opacity, and fidelity" shall be sufficient ground for re¬

moval in all cases, to mean that he will remove for this cause,
whether the incumbent of office culject to his control be a

Whig or Democrat, friend or opponent ^whether he received
bis appointment from himself or from any of his predecessors.
But the Senator still insists that the sentiment of the inau¬

gural or wi".. Taylor wa< ¦. pledge lhat f<>r n° other cause

would be remove an official mvjiSL^P.J ^*nparticular qualifications he therein specified ; MM. umv»»..J . ..

interpretation of tho language of Gen. Taylor, the honorable
Senator has refetred to a statement alleged to haveleen made
during the late canvass by the present Governor cf Kentucky,
for many years a distinguished member of the Senate, (Gov.
Crittenden.) That distinguished gentleman, known to have
been the particular and confidential friend of Gen. Taylor, is
said to have declared in a public speccb, or in some letter to
a friend, afterwards made public, that of his own personal
knowledge he could undertake to say that Gen. Taylor was

0} p "sed to the odious policy of proscription for opinion's sake ;
and this statement ofGov. Crittenden is triumphantly appeal¬
ed to as proof conclusive, not only that Geneial Taylor was

pledged by his own letters and the language of his inaugural
address against the policy of party proscription, but, when
these pi dges are considered in connexion with the number of
officers ac'udly removed by Gen. Taylor, that he Ins grossly
violated them. Dors not tho Senator know that the distin¬
guished gentleman of Kentucky referred to, known as he was

and is as the decided enemy of the proscriptive policy, when
he was a member of this body, tegarded the interference of
office holders in elections as so gross an abuse that he intro¬
duced and advocated the passage of a bill to prohibit it bv law,
and to compel the President to remove all such offenders
against (fficial propriety ? And is it for a moment to be pre-
xumed that Gov. Crittenden ever dreamed of pledging that bis
friend Gen. Taylor would not remove for any such cause ?
But, aside from the authority of Gov. Crittenden on this sub¬
ject, Gen. Taylor, in assuming officious intermeddling in elec.
lions as good cau-e for removal, might well rely upon the doc¬
trine of Mr. Jefferson, the boasted father of Democracy. That
great man was opposed in principle to the practice of icmoval
for opinion's sake, yet he held all active interference in elec¬
tions asjust cause of removal. Gen. Taylor, then, has taken the
ground that Jefferson took, and he may safely stand upon
such a platform. I need not remind the Senator from Maine
that the Democratic party at this day gees far beyond and con¬

trary to the doctrines of Jefferson upon this subject. Can the
Si nator from Maine really believe that Gen. Taylor, either in
his numerous letters or in his inaugural address, rosily meant
to pledge himselfthat he would not remove a public officer on the
ground of intermeddling in elections ? I cannot perceive even
a plausible ground for such a belief; but it seems the honor¬
able Senator has worked himself up to that conclusion.
The Senator has instituted a comparison between the num¬

ber of removals during the administration of General Jackson
and the administration, so far, of General Taylor. Sir, there
is no fairness, no justice in fuch a parallel. When General
Jackson came into office he found the office-holders all, or

nearly all, Republican or Democratic. The old party lines
had been nearly or quite obliterated for the preceding twenty
years. Gen. Jackson came into power professing to disre¬
gard the old party distinctions in appointing to office 4 and it
is well known that in his election he was supported by a great
number of the old Federal party. However true it may bo
that there were a few incumbents in the Executive depart¬
ment", and throughout the country, who had received their
appointments under the administration of the elder Adams and
of Gen. Washington, yet the mass of them had been put in
office by Mr. Jefferson, by Madison, and Monroe, all demo¬
cratic and republican in their principles. The practicj of re¬

movals from office had fallen almost into disuse after the com¬
mencement of Mr. Jefferson's administration ; and, with but
few exceptions, the offices of the Government were filled by
persons who held to the principles of the party which triumph¬
ed in 1800. Gen. Jackson, it is well known, did not make
removals on the ground that the incumbents were Federalists,
but because they were anti-Jackson men.

Mr. Biiadburt. If the Senator will allow me, I stated
that I had reference to those who were in favor of, and those
who were opposed to, Gen. Jackson.

Mr. Bkll. The disticcti >n between Democrats and Fede¬
ralists was neither made nor regarded ; at every step in his
progress of removal he was probably turning out a Democrat.
The Senator from Maine, ss an evidence of the greater for¬
bearance of Gen. Jackson in making removals states tbat of
the three or four hundred office-holders then in the Executive
Departments, he only removed forty ; and he now admit?, as

he did in his speech, that these removals were made in refe¬
rence to the question, whether they were Jackson men oranti-
Jackson men. These forty removals, then, were made on

the ground of anti-Jackson feelings and sentiments ; what
is the presumption that arircs as to the political sentiments of
the remainder of the three or four hundred office-holders in
Washington * Why, they must have been Jackson men 5
or, at all events, willing to be so considered. And General
Jackson would not think of removing bis own friends. Well,
sir, see the contrast. There had been a fierce struggle for
final ascendency between Mr. Adams and Gen. Jackson.
only forty of the three or four hundred officers in the Execu¬
tive Departments were understood to be friendly to the Ad¬
ministration of Mr. Adams. The distinguished Senator from
Kentucky (Mr. Cut) formed a part of bis administration ;
and if any man ever had just cause to indulge proscriptive
feelings, he might find it in the circumstances and incidents
of the contest then going on ; but not a single removal of all
tho office-holders in Washington known to be favorable to
the election of Gen. Jackson was made by Mr. Adams.
Judge McLean, then Postmaster General, and the ablest we
ever had, was known to favor the election of Gen. Jackson,
still he was retained in office. But so soon as Gen. Jackson
came into power, he proceeded to remove every office-holder in
Washington and throughout the country who, in the pre¬
ceding canvass, had made himself obnoxioas to him by
declaring his opposition to him. The whole number re¬
moved under his* Administration and that of Mr. Van Buren
is said <o have boen about twelve hundred, and at the close
of Mr. Van Buren's administration it may be fairly presumed
that they wero all, or nearly all Jackson men or Democrat*.
But what was the condition of thhgs when Gen. Taylor

came into power * How many Whigs or Taylor men were
then in office cf the twenty thousand civil officers or em¬

ployes under the Government subject to Executive control 1

Probably not five hundred, if ao many.
Bu£ am dwelling too long on this subject. The question

presented by the manner in which the discretionary power of re¬
in »vjI claimed to be in the Preaident has be.-n exercised, and the
cons< quences to the country, bring to my mind <.ld and tamili»r
topics of party di"CU»ion, and I can hardly trust myselfto speak
of them without unnecessary digression. It has been my pur¬
ine, in the suggestions I have made, to show that General
TayIce's course since he came in'o power is susceptible of the
clearest and most ample defence and vindication against all the
charges of inconsistency and violated pledges which have been
made against him. I think, upon the whole, that the Sena-
tor from Maine, in the views he has presen'ed of the course
and practice of Gen. Taylor in the matter of pledges and re¬

movals from office, has been' prompted by the ardor of his ]
feeling to assail him with undae harshness, and at the same
time rashly. I do not, I repeat, pretend that Gen. Taylor
may not have made some mistakes both in his removals and
appointment*.tbat ho he haa not in aome in»t ipcti been
misled as to the existence of proper cause of removal ; and in
others that he haa put incompetent or unworthy |«rs >ns in
office. Indeed* I know of one instanoe in which I am appre¬
hensive that I misled him in regard to an appointment, in
which I took a particular interest, but I was n>js«if mi»l« d by
others; and theie way be many other caws of the aaiae kind.

But the Senator fi«m Maine has assailed the consistency of,
General Taylor upon another point, in regard to which I think
ho does him injustice. He takes up and comiaenta with
severity upon Gen. Taylor's repeat.d declaration that he
would not be a party candidate. It »il! not be d< ni d by iLe
Senator that when General Taylor was first ipoken of mi.
candidate for the Presidency, members of b th parties, Whig*
and Democrats, united in the expression of their Jesira to ee«

him e/evafed to the hughes! honcr in the girt of the pe. j le. |
Ho was solicited to become a canJidale by puMic meetings, j
held without distinction of party, and hi some ii.s'ance* by
meetings exclusively Democratic. Thuujh a Wb'g, it wu

the most natural ambition in the world for a man in (i«n. Tav* .

lor** position to desire to lie elevated to the Preaulerwy Wy tu0 I
people, independent of party. If he ia not a second Waah- I
ington, that was an aspiration worthy of % Washington. It
waa eminently patriotic to deaire that tfc'j party feud* which
had «o violently agitated the comity ao long should be aU
l." u i '.^e ki« Uu'.e army in Mexico, and little
iklled political ticittS, he did declare hie intention, though
% Whig, not 1c become a party candidate, and that, aa the
people had taken him up, they alone ahould settle the qu»a-
tion of hia candidacy ; but, after hia return home, and aa time
wore on, while he found nutneroua and devoted I'rienda every
where, he saw that the leaders of the two gr at parties would
not be content that the people ahoald have their own way ; he
waa compelled either to withdraw altogether, and thua disap¬
point the wishes of numerous devoted friends, or modify bia
firat determination. The Senator from Maine ita'ee, and
atatea truly, that ho finds the qyidence of a change of position
in the second Aliion letter. Now, what was the change ii j
dica'.ed in that letter ? Why, simply, that, though a Whip,
and to that extent a party man, yet that he was not a party can¬
didate in the strict sense ofthat denomination. His meaning was,
tbat he was not so far a party candidate that, if elected Presi¬
dent, be would be bound to confoim to the dictation of any
party upon any exigency in public affairs that might arise ;
that bo would administer the G< eminent according to hia
own judgment, enlightened from every source within Lit
reach. This was the true meaning and import of the
second Alison letter. Nothing that transpired at the Pbila-
Mffcia Convention changed bis positiod ic .r««nect
ITjere was an avowal made by his Louisiana friends a.

that CoiiV«lt:on, m rwgara 10 me ' change
of men and of measures of Government, which mani¬
fested strong Whig sentiment; and he declared himself ready
to abide bj the decision of tbat Convention, as to whether he
would be a candidate or not; but he accepted every nomina¬
tion tendered to him, and he still declined to be considered a j
party candiifcte, and therefore failed to give satisfaction to
numerous \Vhigs of that Convention ; and I deny that Gen.
Taylor did become a party candidate any further than he avow¬
ed in the second Alison letter. The honorable Senator lias
pointed to tht fact that no Whig platform was laid down by
the Philadelphia Convention. And why was it not laid down ?
It is a sufficifnt reason to say that the Convention did not
consider that general Taylor would regard their authority to

prescribe his course upon any subject; they did not consider
that they had tke man before them who would submit to party
dictation. I vfiture to say tbat General Taylor does not now
consider that hi ever was a party candidate, in the seme in
which those tern? are understood throughout the country, or

that he is even pow a party President, though elected by the
Whig party ; tlnugh I seldom see or canverso with him upon
such subjects. And give me leave to say, Mr. President, that
any man, of anf solid pretensions to distinction, lets himself
down very much when he professes his willingness to sub¬
scribe to whatettr doctrine or policy any number of his friends
may think propjr to lay down for his guidance. I believe the
practice of tbc Democratic party is that their candidate shall
square himself by the rules laid down by the Convention
which nominate* him, and that this requisition is rigorously
enforced. Thai is precisely what General Taylor would never

consent to. Ha resolutely, and to the last, refused to pledge
himself to any particular system of Administrative policy.
After all that hte been said against General Taylor by the
Senator from Miine.after all the abuse which has been la¬
vished upon him by the Democratic journals.after all that has
been said against the Whig party, for taking up and elec'.ing
him to the Presilency, wid that Senator deny that the De¬
mocratic party teriously contemplated his nomination, and
that it was probibly only not done because General Taylor
avowed himselfa Whig

Mr. BaioHT.in his seat. He was the last man we would
have thought oftaking up.

Mr. Bill. Nevertheless it was so announced by the ptin-
cipal organ of the party, the Washington Union, and if such
a thing waa never thought of by the Democratic paity, thcu
their organ is npt a reliable sheet.

Mr. Bradbcry. I think the Senator must be mistaken.
Mr. Bell. I think I cannot be mistaken. I certainly

have seen the statement in the Union that Gen. Taylor would
probably hive received the nomination of the democratic party
but for his declaration that he was a Whig. Will the Sena¬
tor deny that after Gen. Taylor received the nomination of
the Whig Convention at Philadelphia that it was forthwith
announced in the Washington Ui<ion, snd re-echoed in the
two or three hundred democratic journals of the country, that
General Taylor had become a party candidate; that he was

the Whig candidate ; tbat he- would be prescriptive in his
policy if elected; that all his professions of moderation meant
nothing at all ? And if this be so, how ould the people have
been deceived by General Taylor's professions * Waa the
honorable Senator deceived ?

Mr. BRADRUHr. I will say tbat the declarations did not
deceive me, although there are many that they did deceive.

Mr. Bell. Weil, I will not press that point. But I will
say that General Taylor lost more Whig votes than we gnined
on' the Democratic side in consequence of his not being con¬
sidered a thorough party candidate.

Mr. Seward. At least forty to one in the State of New
York.

Mr. Bell. The Senator from New York says "forty to
one" in that Slate ; and I have little doubt that in every State
of the Union General Taylor lost as many Whig votes as he
gained Democratic ones. But will my friend from Maine
allow me to ask him one other question, and will he answer

me frankly } Would he not have been disappointed if Gene¬
ral Taylor had made no removals } Whether, in fact he did
not desire that Genral Taylor should be proacriptive in bis
policy, and turn out the Democrats right and left

Mr. Buabbcrt. That would be a reflection upon the
persons removed in my own State. The gentleman who have
been turned out were known to be men of honesty, capacity,
and fidelity, and I regrettod to see them turned out.

Mr. Beil. But I desire to know whether the honorable
Senator, andhi6 leading friends of the Democratic party, would
not have been greatly disappointed if General Taylor bod fail¬
ed to make removals of Democrats from office ?

Mr. Bradbcrt. I have never given any thought to that
subject.

Mr. Bell. I will not press my friend upon that point It
is a delicate subject, and I have no right to expect an answer.

Will the honorable Senator deny that the Democrats, of whom
he speaks as having been turned out of office in his own S ate
had been active iotermeddlers in elections ? I believe, from
the general practice of the Democratic administrations in the
last twenty years, of putting into office those who were expect¬
ed to be most serviceable in elections, that Gen. Taylor might
with perfect safety, and in accordance with his principles,
have turned out eyerv office-holder in the Northern States.
Tbey had been put in by the Democratic party, and were ex

officio active partisans. So far was this policy of requiting the
active service of office-holders carried during Gen. Jackson's
administration, that I remember a case in Otiio in which one

Jackson postmaster was turned out and ar.o:her put in, on the
express ground thnt he was a better Jackson man and more
ii.flocntial in elections than his predecessor. And I repeat
that General Taylor might, with little risk of violating bis
principles, have turned out the whole corps of officeholders
North; not so in the South and Southwest. In those sec¬

tions office-holders are not so uniformly active paitisans. In
one of the most populous counties of Tennessee there is a

Democratic postmaster, for example, whocannnot be removed
upon the principle ad >pted by the present Administration,

j though the Whigs who hold that the principle upon whirh
removals are made should be the same in both parties, think it
a great hardship.
The Sena'or from Maine has advertcJ to a doctrine aJ-

vinced by Jefferson as republican.the equalizition of the
public offices between the two parties.one which the present
Administration may consider s. und ; and insists that it has not
been regarded in the removtils mide by General Taylor. The
Stale of Tennessee has been referred to by the Senator among
others aa evidence of the truth of this allegation. I should
like to know who it was that gave the Senator the informa¬
tion he relies upon in regard to removals in that State.

Mr. Bradrcrx. It was a member of Congress from that
State.

Mr. Bill. No matter, I am not disposed to question the
general correctness of the statement. Mos'. of the important
offices in that State .have t>een changrd.a- me upon removals
and others upon roignatiou and the expirations of the official
term* ; but I know that aome five or six offices held by Demo¬
crats, and ra- ging in value, I should estimate, from some four
bun dled to eight hundred or a thousand dollars, are still in
the hands of Democratic incumbents. But will the Sena¬
tor ficm Maine consult again with the gentleman fioiu Ten-
n»aee to wbom he has referred, and see if he knows of any
aft* of value in Tennre»ee held by a Whig when General
Taylor came into power ? I am obliged to cay that I rec 'lie. t

none, am even one, worth so mu h as two hundred dollars-
I would inquire of my fritnd, the Senator from Pennsylvania, |
if La has any knowledge that a single Whig wa< in posaea-
ai m of any offUe of value wh n thu Administration entered
U|on its du'.ite '

Mr. Co*eaa. Xo, air.
Mr. Dawajs, in hta aeat. Taka the S'tte of M.<it* !
Mr. Bui. I mil ask my ftittid from Maine whither io

hia own fe.jle he knew of any Wh.it who held an office of any
valise when Gantra* Tatioi cvae into the pa»--e.«ion of the
Wtuta House t

Mr. Bimcii, That* «m Wb«» m «Amm di 1km*
af Mmm.

Mr. Biu. I mm a4ftem ml mmj nl«t.
Mr. BitHtn. Nd . U*pt iwtif, »»«. [UagbM ]
Mr. Bin. I^i tk* .i. um|m jr b Mb mi m4mmi i#

e»ery HUM o( tk* I uJ the mm* rmfuoN w m : !'.*«

And I r«nno( refrain Am aaviag, w4m al lb* abaft-
led, or di«|oa«4 lth< aetobl.skW, I.Hi d auk ibts ».» .«(,
that Iht tyr rh u| tha fcwwrtUr HeUalor, mmj «N lb* aisw
mmts by which h« Km sought to rnitiw U b nfmm tk*
eour*e of the Prriibnl, m nM ulrwntMf). I 4* a*
mean to My that tba h<Mm or tk* MaiMr <4 tk* Biaiu la
improper lor dalial#, or unpad* -WMtsfy. I aaaaw to say,

*

that it U attraonSaary and aurprweg dial a ar»hr «d
the Dtiu <raiie party, ho Jiiif »o it* pr.wett Wa al lb*
Pr '7 tba tul'^ct of NMvtaii f ua atikat iImiU par*
sist in lhaac attack*.

There ia oce other ua**tio* r oiixie with tba mii >«ci
ixfure tua Saoata that i wiah la mf a law w.*o« opM .-

How can tba >srnator (roan Maine, or any al lui pritual
friend*, with any cjMistaary or pr<>ptt«ty >u|p rt a rmmm*

Sution calling fur tba r*a*ooa ar cnai ttpan abbl aaa-
val* frota office baa* bara a»ada by the ttmuMmt, when
tl ia well known thai the lbaMitatK party hM I >r twrartt

yeara ptat misted all auch catla when propowd by ibnr «p
ponent*. Tha heitalor in hi« Aral »p*act| ttfoa Ibta away***,
took the ground that the Jarkaao part* la la3U, taken 0>«
question was moat fully c Jimiarad, bai <o*ad duwn a «Mmm

ot resolution* offered by Mr. H^tmaa in tha Swat*, makii «a
.iwiiar call, because aotna of tha laaidiUnai aaafcaaad mm***

lomga to the objectMlJ mwabjailionaKe m ohar j
respects; and therefore iba Sena or cjnuuJ*.. ^1! "**

JtCKau!?, now Democratic, party ware rot coMMMted tfttn-
auch call*. But tba Senator ranoct *h her tym.M and b»
fiiends, under the assumption of tha facta stated in rtlatiaa lo
. iio res ilutiona of Mr. Holmes. At the aama wasi *n of Caw*
gross Mr. Barton, then Senator from Mw»t>u<i, offered a ain-
gle resolution calling upon the ('resident to cjammurlla to
the Senate bu reasons or the cao»ea for r» tuoviug tha Recorder
of Lund 1 it lea in that Htatr. I f»rgat his name. Tjte (ha-
.tor from V\ isconsin (Mr. Donoa) or tba Senator fr> m Mis¬

souri (Mr. Bkrto*) may recollect his tame. I brheveit wsa

Carson. (Mr. Ukktox aasou'ej ) Tba argurt-aut uj> >u

wpich the call was reaisted by the Jackson mrmbrra in tba
general debate which took place upon that and Mr. H>dme*'e
resolutions was, that tha power of removal waa absolu'e and
iliscrctionary in the President by the constitution, that be
alone waa responsible, that the 8ena*e bad no right to d*
rnami his reasons for doing an act exclusively within bis
power and control; that the Henata had no other |>o*«rm
the matter of removals from and appointments to olT:r», than
to ri-ject or confirm the appointments when the Fraaident
nominated. But Mr. Barton, in the case of Cars<>n, itiuk
the identical ground in favor of the propriety of making, 'be
ca 'or the reason and cause of the removal, that the Senator
rem Maine has urged in pressing tke adoption of his resolu- !
tion. Mr. Barton contended that the fjet of removal implied
a cause ol soiue sort derogatory to the charact# r u| the dis-
misaed functionary , that to dismiss a puWic olFicer and re¬
fuse to communicate the cause, was to inllict an injury and
do gross injustice to private charai-vr. It was an iniury to
his family and his means of livelihood. If the party removed
was innocent of any misconduct, conim <n justice required
that his innoccnce should appear; if guilty of any ruudemeaif
or it was due alike to himself and the pablic that the extent
of his guilt 8houl>l he known. It will l>e remvmUred tbat
removals from office during the administration of lu-neral
Jackson were justified under the pretext of reform, which
necessarily increased the presumption of delinquency nf some
kind on the part of the dismissed officer. But Mr. Barton's
re.-olu'ion was laid on the table by a strict party vote. Now
it any thing can be regarded as settled by the Democratic
party, it seems to me that this question of the right of the
Senate to call for the causes of removals from office must ba
*0 regarded, when, as fir as I recollect, every such call baa
been rejected by that party when in power in the last twenty
years.

Mr. Dawson. On evety occasion ainca 1789 they bave
resisted these inquiries.

Mr. Baadbuht. The Senator is mistaken.
M'. Bull. I am not prepared to £o so far back .. that,

but I think I am not mistaken a* to the course of the Dcmo-
catic party upon this subject during the last twenty years.

I did not intend when 1 rote to occupy the lime of taa Henate
at a.l on this occasion further than to »ay that upon some
lu'ure occasion I would a*k the a'lention of the Senate up »n

the general principles involved in the resolutions, and it is
my intention, it no 8er>ator anticipates in-*, to offer for the
consideration of tho Senate a prop tsition to restrict the di«-
cretionary power claimed by the Executive over all the civil
officers of the country, and to regulate removals from office
by law, and I am glad to find tbat the Senator from Maine,
if I understood him, is ready to ooperate with me on that
point.

Mr. BRIGHT. It was not my intention to have said a

word on this subject, but the remarks of the honorable Senator
Irom rerinestoe have struck me with so much surprise, and
differ so widely from what I regard as the facts in the case,
tbat I feel compelled (late as it is) to a«k the indulgence of
the Senate for a few moments, while I attempt a short reply
to one or two of his positions.

1 he Senator must have doubtless proceeded at tome length
with his remaiks before I entered ihe chamber, and I am ni>t
quite sure that I understand the tenor of those 1 bave htarJ.
Il I misquote him, however, I hojie he will please to correct ra*.
I understood the honorable Senator to say that the present
Executive had not, since his induction into office, violated any
pledge or pledges given to the country before his election, in

reference to removals from office.
Mr. Bm. I said so, according to any thing tbat I had a

personal knowledge of in my own section of the cmntry; ai.d
I believe, unless he has been misled, he has done it nowberc.
Mr. Bhioht. I am at a loss whether to give the re¬

sponse of the honorable Senator a general or spccial interprc
tation. I presume he means by " his own section," the State
of Tennessee. If so, I have no right, and do not, after his
statement, contradict him ; but if the honorable Senator would
have his declaration general, or broad enough to embrace the
State I have the honor to represent, then I take issue with
him. Sir, I here declare publicly, upon my responsibi!i:y as

a Senator, that the indiscriminate removals, made at thatima
and under the circumstances attending them, amount, in my
judgment to a most flagrant and daring violation of the many
and repeated pledges given by the present Executive to the
public, without which pledges, in my opinion, be could not
have been elected. W/ hat a spectacle ii here presented.one
that, as an American, I will not characterize as it deserves;
respect, for the nation, and respect for that high office filled by
the inewmbent, restrains a full expression of my sentimt-n's.
That pledges were given, none are so bold to deny ; now let
us see how they were kept in my State, Indiana. Tbere are
soino twenty or more Federal officers in that State, subjoct to the
approval of this body ; of these, one alone remains a monu¬
ment of Executive forbearance.an Executive that c m-
mended itself to the pe >ple for their suffrages on the ground
that be "l athed proscription." Besides these, there are a

hundred or more (whose names do not come here for con¬

firmation) other mementoes of the manner in which pledges
made before an election are afterwards redeemed.

Mr. Bell. Do you mean this generally >

Mr. Bright. I am now speaking of the conduct of
th* Executive as app'icabla ta my own State.

Sr.vtiiAL Skjtatoks. It isalike applicable to ours.
Mr. Bright. .1 understood tho honorable Senator from

lennersee to siy that the files of (ho several Departments
would show that for all cases of removals there had been a
cause. It so, it becomes a matter of serious interest to those
who appru-iatu the value of an unsullbd reputation, and whi
prize fair fame far above office oi its emoluments, ^as many
do, and as I trust every man does,) to know what the causes
are that have been ailegtd against them, and upon which the
Lxecutive grounded i s action. It belongs to every man to
have theotlinces with which he stands cLargid readout, that a
disinterested public may decide for itself on tho guilt or inno¬
cence ot a fellow-citiz -n, and not that a corps of interested
officials should pronounce a star chamber sentence. In the
absence of the charges upon which Executive action was

founded, the Executive itself stands forlh as tLe public accua-
er and the removed as the criminals. Is it not then due to this
Administration that it should cleir itself of tho fearful re¬

sponsibility of this wholesalj denunciation of thousands of
our foliow-citizfns? Do s the honorable Senator (whoseems
to speak with a full knowledge of the acts and d >ings of the
present Ad numeration) know of instances in wli.h false
charges have been filed against incumbents by persons who
.ought their removal that they might themselves occupy their
places, and who have actually succeeded in their eff^ris ?

obta't'e ! i'fiLi i
do ,"ot.B,;d ,if a"y has d me so, and

obtained uH.e by such means, 1 would instantly seek his r-.
moval. I venture, however, that there is not a case of that

,r,.LY IUT' i !' 18 *hown ,hat *uch . 'hin* h« been
d ine, knowingly .hould myself be di*po*d to dmout.ee
*a Execu ive M faUe to his pledges and the country.

'*r. ai.iHr. With this a»oval from the honorable
' U1!4 or' forno "OW to the point in controversy, art! (he im¬

portant point involved in the resolutions offered by tho Stna-

°r, J*''11116, ^ *ay there are ca*es (and I s^eak know-
i"giy) where honest, uprigh', just men, faithful oiGcers, ol";
unspotted integrity, have been removed oa false charge*.

.Iw*at | dued!; by lb* «ce»«ul applicant, or bJ
+-m fn< .,<W Irtond, ** .* diamtewaied patriot," can
a«4-« Iw kuown (. w >hj are out of tbe i*k jf Executive
M titan ~t| »<y ito p.iragr of tba*. ra»olution«. Do the
hma4ml tfca AJmu *1ration frar the re»ela»iwi of cbargea
MM« *fc«fc I.i T>U u«* Uer» made ' K iu sictima ware
¦ Mr. 4 w thfff who tb<> .Id fear, *nJ n<-t he judges, whoB ; <m 5ft#mMW obi*.**..
M« rn^rn'. I lUM Db( aJvocsta ibu roes,ure, were it

. a i nii'id W*b the (iitUMUixti under wbtcu lh.se ramoe-
.* tow Km mad. j I a» uM ol iboe* who cm'end fur tao
r ah d u Adw»<eus:i«» to iboa. lie own officer.. NM
ItMW We* aa «MWM » ad>ane*, cxraaittin* the Executive

« «*#d fArj aa th*a enbiacti had ttareb. enoo preter.ce
A ..pwJCc M «.»i"°* wfJ? AJrrntu*w.Vl er -w. vi Mm ol He Metrd pl.dg.m absurd fomM»tna mi< U* »WMW Mknci Out "no removula had taken-i.-lT : t.~ ,

" [ A «u M( advent. the*. resolution*KT *hami 85 *. ,h* .£iMvfu^h, ite geaeal brbaedaaeat ef Democrat* incumbents the
I » » t *'? «.*»*«^b*1 . ¦''* M ,nJ,*

nut Ix «m 4 wet, I» J« .< 't*» WfuWiutoe.ib«.e are
a r e t,*+<.*** wh.»b l«|*I .** H"«f» ¦* * *. .uP£°,t4 Tttrr wwuivtt iw». Mi.! i.u*b», m 1 ee**e.v, »» bring to their
nmmI ewv ganafoaiaa frwndly W ibe lele Adauiiilrelion.
Lei *+ Mm MmmuAn'tm in* thai thri' ui.prt«d«nted

iit.iirrtuuvi k,'itf. *litck luMRd |.*filUI id 0Uf [..CdYw fdKW §k MteU. tM »' 3B Mffff5 Sito
^ tki ui| Aita**sw rsUaii UvuI vinJicitiii tb» mpW ooz^

,ret.n* u« tbett Lnteee tb.e >e done, of
(Ait »ed M Um iweMHt AdmiuleU^

end tte diHf «-f t*1'! Hen»-

\Vd **aib* (auui *ti!l22'k.M Wn urelemL tut itt kw «* IHHW <*" *>. P'0T«<1
wben Irred A* uoe of ibe fiwoJe ^ tb« 1*"» AJanaietrii-
tiow. end .. the «n^J ef »1«
veMigeii^fi. f*«h «tbe ro. «i parity of the r arty »b«ft
i.m iu!i up tbe »( °®r " ®r®»
lte.e, wbeo put lo tbe t :«. olfijere will co«e out of »ny
«>rd**el ilw1 inev be ui««ituieJ with uoeuUieJ re^utetjone.bete. Mr, ta my m*»d at tt>U . cum lurnirhing en
jnenewerable .rgument »n favor of 'he edupUou of tbeee ra-
. lut.one. H ie that of . BMHt wo.thy .nd "
wkw app^ntiDfit to i «ery reep-KtetWe office
w,d c^nieaied to by ibw bt^ly eo«e ibwa year* eg », and who
he. l»ern remo*k.! ty the p-eeent AdwnietreUon on ¦ eet of
.jr rarft rbtrgw, pwl rred end ected apon withal the know-
|. .4e ol tbe M<-u*rd, end wbieb cbargte iftme Wik»U eabj*tST*J5.i».->»;. ".
articular mm, w.re it not in »yUial knowledge «d «be facta, to enter an n1.4nel.fifd denial
. «, tb*»r truth, and publicly court end
T.ke the oOcae, but in J«ng M, tre»al Mime .therJ»ck th.o
o»«r the refutation of tba leithful end ar ck n down
cut»c incun»benU. Tbi. and l*emm (of which no doubt
tb. re are n»«ny) demand tba <cru t-iy of thie tody. I' u duaT!S J "nil. .U ou, Wb«»« .k.^ «

Mr. NViU tbe honorable Henet»r Ull me whether
he hae appled in any quaiter lor information in the caee to

^hBebi"«T.,ttdIJam ,h%t ,h" honorable Henator
bu atked aw the qoeMioR. I answer, that tba chairman of a
committee of tbt» body, wtoee dutiee(MM^department of tl» 0«.*ernment ba*mg charge ol the V'P*" 1
rel r to, made a wri ien r^ueet in behulfol the
end tbe M-piy «a« t " He resided tbe pafaw applwd for m
cjrc/ii«.cc/v "''kin the direction and control of the

,Thna making it eery evident that unleee eom^ action ie ha
here requi'if g an '>fRcial tunender of all the mVrmaiion
nought by tbeee retolutione, many of u- w»d im kit to act in
the dark, and our fiiend* be condemned on (alee charge ,

without even the fo«ni«of a trial.
Mr BELL. What I denird waa 'bat it wae true, that

Gen Taylor had m-le faUe pretcicea
Indiana and the Senator Ma i e eay be haa.
gung that, from tbe facU and etatamenia filed «.***.
^enawr f om Maine, thie charge ba* not iwan ««».
\N uat I aaid eu, that Oen. Taylor did not oieanlo"J*.*
could b»- be fairly c*»»tiu»< to eay.
anyremoeaU for intermeddling in elective, or ot >er et»M
rauee be»i«!r, the want of boneety and capacity. *

that mikra an ieeue between u«, a* to wne'ii. r it » a> or

Om- Jv1" r'vT ETZTZZZhb.SS&iZ'Jttu:
when they eom» to bring f .rward the wmob a'»d^ the 1wgu-
menm it el-pear, that ili^ee chargee of fal-e pre'encee andTri ken oleJETam inferred from the general d--clara_ ion thatbew"/o',ld to the proecrip'iee ^Ky..ud tt.th.wouW
.« ..oli e.cp. tor cum. Bui !> «b.i Omm.
ibat w .uld »ubject the party removed to the penaluee ollaW.
[ricomnetcncy' Are t|:ee. the only cau*e« that
der»t oJ aa govrrning Oen. Taylor in thwe rem"*a .

ing to hi* declaration. * By no m»an». Tbere may be ma y
caure* be«de., M»ch a. the neglect of the*»*»«
intecmeddl.ng with rlecUoti*. Pnv.»c fc.lH-S too, a « «om
time* a good cauae of removal, aucb aa a too .r-e indulgent*
at the f-.tive »KMrd. Now the*, are cauara wh.cb afto»
may c n titute a »ufl\ lent ground of lomoval, andyat t*wo»«
be cruel ir.d »*utal in the A lmmiatration to make aucb mat-
tern a .object of put lie inwtig.tion Of of public *"P°JU"'-Theee cau»e* may not in*ol*e criminalMy in ibe eye of the
law, while it cannot be denied that they interfere wLh the

| moper dpohare* of j ublic dutita. Beeidea, young men mayI '.form, ...1M onJ . o. N«., i«
upon which remova'. hav. been mad. in linliana, or to ^ociu»e of removal in the fart.cul.r ca^ referrMl J> by tba
8ena'or fiom that 8-a'e, I know J'olJI upon the whole .uhtect of the numl-r of the remoe.h. that
have b.en nude, and the cauec.of <.«»**» *
era! nature. My friend over the way, (Mr. »"...".) *Jmv tri nd from Oonnec icut, (Mr. Hnita.) b.ae been wjindu-tri..ua in collecting all tbe atactica uik.o 'he
I m'j-t §3v that I have not much faith m thrm, though tbey
mav be very correct 1 I mean to aay, tba I d . not know per-
.onally much in detail of what the Adm»m*trat-on h«^b*ndoing. I have, it ia true, a.me knowl*dg«» of ibe
the gentlemen who fill the highe*t i.flka«, aad I think them
honrrt. I may my, alao, that I bava bad but a liiiitod per-
aonal acquatnianc. wnb Oen. 1 aylor i Imt I »b>nk ba w an
honeat man, and that he int -nd. to e*ecute the power contw-
ed to hiin ju^tle, whenever that p mar 1* brought into eaerciaf \
and I think I can ate., undertake to my, that whenever «ch .
ca»e aa that auggeatid by the Senator from lu liana le
c!e.»r, he will aee that justice i* duu« 1 nay, mare t when it 1*
dincfivered that any man ha« pradiMd fiaud U|*m at.ydepa-t-
meut of the Governint ut, with the view of aectr n, office fc r
him*el», be wilt, on the fraud being made nUni e»t, be
diately removed. I aball be wholly miMaken to «ea. Ta?-
lot*, character if be d»ca not rertder p onpt .i d d.«c .!. J
ju.tici in »«ch a ca*e If be abotaU n»t d ? I »l^u
be prepared to renounce and do o m -e Li n . It. I d-» not
undertake to deny or i npugn the atalement ef 'fo "riutor frjin
Indiana, and I repeat, that if .jch a wrong aa tba meMioord
by the Senator from ir.d.ai.a has l>eeii per|»t nt>.l, it ougnt to
be rcdre^wrd promptiy. Af'tr all, I w.m'd «-k wlnt:;er tha
i. the pro|>er | lac- f r ru h mqui«i'ii>ra to l« mt e ' *

think taat where thefe ie probablg aio'ind to beln ve 'hvt »uc!>
an abuse ha* exiatid, and lh»t then* 1* na di*j^ » 1 »h«>wn
to correct it, th«r. there is cause f »r an in^viry o. » :iv. ?« «»
character. If the boo rat !e Senator .aye tba«, 'm« '»;. l^'
.oral knowledge, be knows tke»c c'uargca to !>.¦ 1 iu -a
the man is suffering in hi* c'.aractef# I w.li av .' 1 * | '

gross aid outrageous cs*e, and has or»ly t.> b» in . .1

ly evident to met"! with tha m »t »aft»uc ory t "" 1 r

Mr. URAitntar. I wojld Ike to n^q . « »"r '

from Terinc.'.ce, wheth<r the head* af d<"j»*'' .«'

made rem«ival* fr m otlice oa »¦ c ant o< p .<". * I-'''
Mr. Ull. I have t tbe b.ads ol

had any c.vmmunication witii them U|*'n t»o* J"
. derable time. Wtat ptin 1 the. r ^y' "l; "JJ^ing reni'ivals from r t!>c-. within t!>*:r C* .

^ ^I will state all that I Vr w up -n the c 1
. .

. * j* civi i r i.c i« l,f *u** n Uhave under**ood
.f th- ,o-m rv I kr. >w . f n-»on this aulyect: .nd » P

, dare^amcase of re
oi'il- . a J I n,: thmk thet t. -e a* . w»:orfr.ud,nthe [u . a ^ ^ | |.ow, alwMlmtany gn'und .> - .

^ ^ ^ there have brer appti-111 the resnov* >

uthev have eonte U» mv kr.ow»edf»,canon, for rem «K JJ «»^ ^aome deficiency of qua.... >.' »
. .

r^.. >V in ofiV". or .orne acf.ve tB'e»meddH» g »'« esectlawe,
v 1 of ilicial du* e*. or tome other fp*x m! au», b«b»enr Itr .! I., he ma le out, t' the *i i-faction «d ibe Pr- mteiit at

of the department having t! e c mtrol of t^ .TMn,mr "J1where no .uch ciu«e wa. »hj*n, tbwe ha- Iwen no -'iwi ¦

There w.re, braver, two iinaUnee. which came

kmiwletlge ol cau*e ai>wj{' el which I re«a de<ta-
eatabli.hei*, and gave raj opin on to Ibat .nt*t. »a ao aiej
id the profier department, >et my ofmuoa waa oeetruleO,
and the removals were n t made.

There are tw;n awter. residing aaar Keyport (X. J.) who
have catered tbvir bmttjr-MCjnd jear.


